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1 TIM LM 


This «is a faithful ſaying and worthy of ak 
acceptation, That Chriſt Jeſus came in- 
to the World to ſave Sinners, of 


whom [I am chief. 


F theſe Words were ro be under- 
ſlood without any Reſtriftion or 
Limitation that Chriſt Jeſus came 
into the World to ſave ſinners, they 

would overthrow the great Deſign of 


. the Goſpel, and make its Excellent Pre- 


cepts Uſeleſs and IneffeQtual. For, to 
what purpoſe ſhould men be put upon 


the ſevere PraQtice of Repentance, Mors- 
A2 tification 


2 


Ver. 13. 
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tification and a continued Courſe of a 
Holy Life, if the meer being Simers did 
ſufficiently qualifie them for Salvation 2 
This indeed would be thought a Do- 
Arine worthy of all Acceptation by the 
greateſt Sinners ; but it could not be a 
faithful ſaying, being not agreeable either 
to the Nature of God, or Revelation of 
his Will by Chriſt Jeſus. But S. Paul 
ſpeaks of ſuch Sinners as himſelf had 
been; z. e. ſuch as had been great Sin- 
ners, but had truly and fincerely repen- 
ted. Of whom I am chief. What then 2 
Muſt we look on him as the Standard 
and Mealure of ſuch $z#»ers whom Chri/# 
Jeſus came to fave > What will then be- 
come of all thoſe who have been Sin- 
ners of a higher Rank than ever he was 2 
Its true in the Verſes before the Text, 
he ſets out his Sins, as a humble Peni- 
tent is-wont to do, with the worſt Co- 
lours and deepeſt Aggravations, Who was 
before a blaſphemer and a perſecutor, and 
injurious ; but yet he adds, that he obtained 
Mercy becauſe he did it ignorantly, in un- 
belief. How then is S. Paul the Chief 


of Simmers 2 Are Sins of 7guorance and - 


Miſtake the greateſt of Sins, for which 
Chriſt died ? Is there no Expzation for 
any other by Jeſus Chriſt > What = 
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become then of all ſuch who fin againſt 
Knowledge and Conſcience, and not zx 
Toanorance and Unbelief 2 Can none of 
theſe hope for Mercy by Chriſt Jeſus, 
although they do truly Repent ? But he 
Blood of Chriſt is ſaid elſewhere to cleanſe 'Job. 1. 7: 
us from all Sin; not, while we continue 
in them, but if we repent and forſake &?-"-? 
them. And Jeſus Chriſt is ſaid zo be a 
Propitiation for our SIns ; and not for ours 
only, but for the Sins of the whole World. 
And therefore this Expreſſion of S. Paul 
! notes his great Humility and deep Senſe 
| of his own Sins; but doth not ex- 
clude others from the hopes of Pardon 

whoſe Sins have other Aggravationsthan 
4} his had. For, if we leave out the laſt 
| words as peculiar to his Caſe, yet the 
| other contain in them a true Propoſition 
' and of thegreateſt Importance to Man- 
| kind; This is a faithful faying and wor- 
thy of all acceptation , that Chriſt Jeſus 
came into the World to ſave ſinners. 

This, you may fay, is a matter out 
| of all doubt among all ſuch who hope 
for Salvation by Chriſt Feſus ; for all 
T . are agreed, that one way or other we are 

to be ſaved by him. But there is great 
Difficulty as to the Way of ſaving /in- 
ers by Chriſt Jeſus ; whether by = Do- 
rine 
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Arine and Example of the Man Chriſt Je- 
ſus, by the Power he attained through his 
Sufferings ; Or,by the Eternal Son of God s 
aſſuming our Nature, and ſuffering in our 
ſtead in order to the Reconciling God to us 
and making a Fropitiation for our Sins, 
Theſe are two very different Hypotheſes 
or Notions of Chriſt's coming to ſave Sin- 
ers ; and the former ſeems more Eaſfie 
to be underſtood and believed ; and the 
other ſeems to have Inſuperable Difficul- 
ties in point of Reaſon; and to run our 
Religion into Myſteries, which expoſe 
our Faith and make Chriſtianity appear 
Contemptible to Men of Senſe and Un- 
derſtanding. Is it not therefore much 
better to embrace ſuch a Scheme of it, 
as will have the leaſt ObjeRion againſt 
it, that ſo Men of Reaſon may not be 
tempted to Infidelity, and Men of Super- 
ſition may not under the Colour of My- 
Reries bring in the moſt Abſurd and Un- 
reaſonable DoQtrines ? 

Theſe are plauſible Inſinuations, and 
would be apt to prevail on conſidering 
Mens minds, if they were to form and 


make a Religion that might be moſt ac- . 


commodated to the Genius and Humour 
of the Age they live in. And truely no 
Men (by their own Authority ) can 

| pretend 
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pretend to a Right to impoſe on others 
any Myſteries of Faith, or any ſuch things 
which are above their Capacity to un- 
derſtand. But that is not our Caſe; for 
we all profeſs to believe and receive 
Chriſtianity as a Divine Revelation ; and 
God ( we ſay ) may require from us 
the belief of what we may not be able 
' to comprehend, eſpecially if it relates 
to Himſelf, or ſuch things which are 
Conſequent upon the Union of the Di- 
vine and Human Nature. Therefore 
our buſinels is to conſider, whether any 
ſuch things be contained in that Revela- 
tion which we all own; and if they be, 
we are bound to believe them, although 
we are not able to comprehend them. 


Now here are two Remarkable Cha- 
rafters in theſe Words, by which we 
may examin theſe different Z7yporheſes 
concerning the way of Salvation by Feſus 
Chriſt. 


I. /t is a faithfull ſaying, and therefore 
muſt be contained in that Revelation 


which God hath made concerning our 
Salvation by Chriſt. 


Il. It vs worthy of all Acceptation ; 4.e. 
moſt uſefull and beneficial to Mankind. 


Now 


) med 
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Now by theſe two TI hall proceed in 
the Examination of them. 


Revealed Will of God. h 
II. Which doth offer faireſt for the 


Benefit and Advantage of Man- . 


kind. 


I. Which is moſt agreeable to the re- 
vealed Will of God. For that we are 
ſure is the moſt faithful ſaying ; ſince 
Men of Wit and Reaſon may deceive us, 
but God cannot. When the Apoſtles 
firſt preached this DoEtrine to the World, 
they were not bound to believe what 
they affirmed to be a faithfull ſaying till 
they gave ſufficient Evidence of their 
Authority from God, by the wonder- 
full Aſſiſtance of the Holy Ghoſt. But 
now this faithfull ſaying is contained in 
the Books of the New Teſtament, by 
which we are to judge of the Truth of 
all Chriſtian Dofrines. And when two 
different Senſes of Places of Scripture 
are offer'd, we are to conſider, which is 
moſt Reaſonable to be preferr'd. And 
herein we are allow'd to Exerciſe our Rea- 


ſon as much as we pleaſe ; and the more 
we 


\ 
if 
my 


I. Which is moſt agreeable to the - 


oe,” 
L, 
”- 


% 


49 at $. Laurence Jewry. 


* 15H 
; We. do ſo, the ſooner we ſhall come to 


© *SatisfaCtion in this matter, 
.* Now according to Reaſon we may 
"Judge thar Senſe to be preferr'd, 


þ 


I. :.-(1.) Which is moſt plain and cafe 


. and agreeable to the moſt received Senſe 
"of Words ;-not that which is forced and 
..;ntricate, or which puts improper and 
& metaphorical Senſes upon Words which are 
- ,commonly taken in other Senſes ; eſpe- 
cally when it is no Sacramental thing, 
* Which in its: own Nature is Figura- 
© tive. 
* (2.3 That which ſuits moſt with the 
Scope and Deſign not only of the' parti- 
cular Places, but of the whole New 7eſta- 


Pp ment; which is, to magnifie God and to 


depreſs Man ? to fet- forth, the Infinite 
Love and Condeſcenſion of God in giving 
his Son to be a 490 rage = for our Sins ; 
to ſet up the Worſhip of one true God in 
Oppoſition to Creatures; to Repreſent 
and Declare the mighty Advantages 

| Mankind receive by the Sufferings of 
Chriſt Jeſus. | 

\. (3) That which hath been generally 
received in the Chriſtian Church to be the 
Senſe of thoſe place. For, we are certain, 
this was always look'd on as a matter 
of great Concernment to all Chriſtians; 

'B and 
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2nd they had as great Capacity of under- 
ſtanding the Senſe of the Apoſtles : and 
the Primitive Church had greater Helps 
for knowing it than others at ſo much 
greater . Diſtance. And therefore the 
Senſe is not to be taken from modern 
Trventions, or Criticiſms, or pretences to 
Revelation; but that which was at firſt 
deliver'd to the Chriſtian Church and hath 


been ſince received and embraced by it 


in the (ſeveral Ages; and hath been moſt 


ſtrenuouſly aſſerted, when it hath met 


with Oppoſition, as founded on Scripture 
and the general Conſent of the Chriſtian 
Church. 

(4-) That which beſt agrees with the 
Charafers of thoſe Perſons from whom 
we receive the Chriſtian Faith ; and thoſe 
are Chriſt Feſus and his holy Apoſtles. For, 
if their Authority be loſt, our Religion 
is gone ; and their Authority depends 
upon their Sincerity and Faithfulneſs, 
and Care to inform the World aright in 
matters of ſo great Importance. 


(1.) I begin with the Character which 
the Apoſtles give of Chriſt Jeſus himſel: ; 
which is, that he was a Perſon of the 
greateſt Humility and Condeſcenſion, 
that he did not aſſume to himfelt that 

which 
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which he might juſtly have done. For 
let the Words of S. Paul! be underſtood 
either as to the Nature, or Dignity of 
Chriſt, it is certain that they muſt im- 
ply thus much, that when Chriſt Jeſus 
was here on Earth, he was not of a vain 
aſſuming humour, that he did not boaſt 
of himſelf, nor magaifie his own Great- 
neſs, but was contented to be. look'd on 
as other Men ; although he had at that 
time far greater and Diviner Excellency 
in him than the World would believe. 
Leſs than this, cannot be made of thoſe 


Words of the Apolile, Who being in the phil.2.6,7. 


form of God, he thought it not robbery to 
be equal with God, but made himſelf of no 
Reputation and took upon him the form of 
a Servant. 

Now this being the Charadter given 
of him,let us conſider what he doth affirm 
concerning himſeff, For although he 
was far from drawing the People after 
him, by ſetting forth his own Perfecti- 
ons; yet upon juſt Occaſions, when 
the Fews conteſted with him, he did 


 Aſfert ſuch things, which muſt favour 


of Vanity and Oltentation, or elſe muſt 
imply that he was the-Erernal Son of God. 
For, all Mankind are agreed that the 
higheſt degree of Ambition lies in Aﬀe- 


B 2 Qing - 
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&ing Divine Honour, or for a meer Man 

to be thought a God. How ſeverely did 

God puniſh Herod for being pleaſed with 

AR 12.2, the Peoples folly in crying out ,”'zhe 
Voice of God and not of Man > And there- 

fore he could never have born with ſuch 

poſitive Aſſertions and ſuch repeated 
Defences of his being the' Son of God in 

ſuch a manner as implied his being fo 

from Eternity. This in his Diſputes with 

the Jews he Affirms ſeveral times, that 

Joh. 6. 32; he came down from Heaven, not in a Me- 
33, taphorical but in a proper Senſe, as ap- 
\. 38. 50. Pears by thoſe words, What and if ye ſhall 
58. 62- ſee the Son of Man aſcend up where he was 
before > In another Conference he aſlert- 

Joh. 8. 58. ed, that he was before Abraham. Which 
the Fews ſo literally underſtood, that 

v. 59. Without a Metaphor they went about to 
fone him ; little imagining that by Abra- 

ham the calling ot the Gentiles was to be 
underſtood. Bur above all, is that Ex- 
preſſion which he uſed to the Fews at ano» 

Joha0.30. ther Conference, / and my Father are 
one ; Which they underſtood in ſuch a 

v. 31. manner that immediately zhey took ap | 
tones to have ſtoned him, What means 

all this Rage of the Fews againſt him ? 

What? for ſaying that he had Unity of 
Conſent with his Father > No certainly. 

But 
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But the Jews miſunderſtood him. Tet vs 
ſuppoſe it ; would not our Saviour have 
immediately explained himſelf to pre- 
vent ſo dangerous a MiſconſtruCtion 2 
But he asked them, what it was they 
ſtoned him for 2 They anſwer him di- 


11 


realy and plainly, Becauſe that thou be- '-32, IP, 


ing a man makeſt thy ſelf God. This was 
home to the purpoſe. And here was the 
time for him to have denied it, if it had 
not been ſo. But doth he deny it? Doth 
he ſay, it would be Blaſphemy in him to 
ownit? No; but he- goes about to de- 
fend it; and proves it to te no Blaſph 

for him to ſay that he was the Son of God; 
z.e. lo as to be God, as the Fews under- 
ſtood it. Can we imagin that a meer Man 
knowing himſelf to be ſuch, ſhould A(- 
ſume this to himſelf ; and yet God to 
bear witneſs to-him not only by Mracles 
but by a Yoice from Heaven, wherein he 


was called his beloved Son in whom he wag Matt.3a7. © 


well pleaſed > Could God be pleaſed with 
a mortal, finite, deſpicable Creature, as 
the Jews thought him, that Aſſumed to 
himielf to be God, and maintained and 
. defended it among his own People, in a 
ſolemn Conference at a very Publick Place 
in one of the Portico's of the Temple ? 


And this he perſiſted in to the laſt. For, 
| B 3 when 


V. 36, 


A Sermon preached 
when the High Prieſt adjured him by the 


- livinz God : to tell, whether he were the 


Chriſt the Son of Ged, ( tor he, no dotibr, 
had heard of the Reſult of this Conference 


. in Solomon's Porch ) Jeſus ſaid unto bim, 


Thou haſt ſaid. $. Mark, more, exprefly, 
Teſus ſaid Tam. And this was the B1aſ- 
phemy, for which they pur him to death; 
as appears by the Evangeliſts. So that 
this ought 10 bea Diſpute only between 


« Jews 2nd Chriſtians; ſince it was the very 


point, for which they condemned him. t9 
death. And in his laſt moſt divine Prayer 
juſt before his ſuffering, he owns, the 
Glory which he had wth the Pather before 


- the Worid had a being. And now, O Fa- 


ther, glorifie thou me with the glory which 
Thad with thee, before” the World was, 
Was this nothing but the Glory which 
God had deſigned to give him? ThisS'is 
{o far ſfom being peculiar to.Chriſt, that 
it is common to all whom God deſigns 
to glorifie ; and takes away the diſtin- 
ion between the Decree and the. Exe- 
cution of it. 

(2.) As to the Apoſtles, the Reafon 
we believe their Teſtimony is, that they 
were Men of great Sincerity and Plain- 
neſs, and of great Zeal for the Honour 
and Glory of God. And A 

ris 
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this Charafer, let us examin what they 
ſay concerning Chriſt Jeſus. 

He that was moſt converſant with 
him, and beloved by him, and lived to 
ſee his Divinity conteſted by ſome, and 
denied by others, is moſt ample in fet- 


"; 


ting it forth in his Admirable, Sublime, Joh-r.r,,, 


and Divine Introduction to his Goſpel. 
Which all the Wit of Mankind can never 
make tolerable Senſe of, if they deny 
Chriſt's being the Eternal Son of God ; 
and it is he, that hath preſerved thoſe 
Conferences with the Jews, wherein he 
aſſerts his own Divinity. 

S. Paul was a Stranger to him while he 
lived ; but at the ſame time when he 
was ſo zealous to perſwade the Gentiles 
to the Worſhip of God and not of Crea- 


tures, he calls him God, over all bleſſed Romyg.,. 


for evermore. And when he faith, that 


the Eternal Power and Godhead are known Rom 1.40 
by the Creation of the World, he atributes Col. i. 16. 


the Creation of all things to Chriſt, apply- 


ing to him thoſe words of the F/al/mz/t, Heb. 1. 2, 


Thou Lord in the beginning haſt laid the '* 


Foundation of the Earth and the Heaven, 


* the Work of thy hands. Which cannot 


be underſtood of any Metaphorical Crea- 


tion. 
And after the ftricteſrt Examination 


B 4 of 


I Tim. J- 


* quired as neceſſary to rhe Salvation 
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of Copies, thoſe will be found the beſt, 
which have that Reading on which our 
Tranſlation is grounded. And without 
Controverſie great ts the Myſtery of God- 
lineſs, God was manifeſt in the Fleſh. $0 
that God s being manifeſt m the Fleſh is 
made a great Part of the Myſtery of Chri- 
ſtianity. 

But here ariſes a Difficulty, which 
deſerves to be conſider'd ; z.e. If there 
& were nothing in the Chriſtian Doct- 
* rine, but the Way of Saving ſinners 
by the Doctrine and Example. of 
Chriſt, there would be little Objecti- 
on to be made to it; ſince the obrain- 
ing Eternal Life is certainly the beſt 
thing can te propoſed to Mankind, and 
the Frecepts of Chriſt are Divine and 
Spiritual, Plain and Eafie to be Under- 
ſtood, and Agreeable to the Reaſon of 
Mankind ; but many other things are 
impoſed on Men as neceſſary to be be- 
* lieved concerning, Chriſt Jeſus, as to his 
* Divinity, Incarnation, and the Fypo- 
« ſtatical Union of both Natures, which 
* perplex and confound our Underſtand- 
* 1ngs; and yet theſethings are not only 
* deliverd as Myſteries of the Chriſtian 
« Faith; but the Belief of them is re- 


Ln 
Lg 


* of 
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& of Sinners ; whereas, if they are Re- 
« vealed they areno longer Myſteries; and 
« if they are not Revealed, how come 
* they to be made Articles of Faith 2? 
* The Scripture knows of no other My- 
* fteries of Faith but ſuch as were hid- 
* den before the Revelation of them, 
* but ſince they are Revealed they are 
& * plain and open to all mens Capacities ; 
* and therefore it is a great Injury to the 
* Plainneſs and Simplicity of the Goſpel 
* to impoſe ſuch incomprehenſible My- 
* ſteries, as Neceſſary Articles of Faith 
* andit is Abuſing the Credulity of Man- 
* kind, to make ſuch things neceſſary 
© to be believed, which are impoſſible 
* to be underſtood. But thoſe who have 
* ever loved to Deceive and Abuſe the 
* reſt of the World, have been always 
* fond of the Name of Myſteries ; and 
* therefore all ſuch things are to be ſuſ- 
* pected, which come under that Name. 
* For, all ſuch Points which'will not 
* bear Examination, muſt be wrapt up 
* and Reverenced under the Name of 
| © Myſteries, that is, of things to be ſwal- Diſcuſs 
* © Jow'd without being underſtood. Bue 7, *% 
* the Scripture never calls that a My- ftery, &«. 
* Rery which is Incomprehenfible in it *- 5. 
«* ſelf, though never ſo much _— 
DD "7 "man 
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This is.the main force of the Obje- 
ion, which I ſhall endeavour to' re- 
move by ſhewing, 


(1.) That God may juſtly require 
from us in general, the Belief of 
what we cannot comprehend. 

(2.) That which way ſoever the Way 
of. Salvation by Chriſt be explain- 
ed,.'there will be ſomething of that 
Nature found in it; and that thoſe 
who rejet the Myſteries of Faith 

- run into greater Difficulties than 
thoſe who aſſert them. 

(3.) That no more isrequired as a Ne- 
ceflarv Article of .Faith than what 
is plainly and clearly Revealed. 


(1.) That God may juſtly require 
from us in general, the Belief of what 
we cannot comprehend. It.is to very 
little purpoſe to. enquire whether the 
Word Myſtery in Scripture be applied to 
ſuch. particular Doctrines, whoſe Sub- 
ſtance is Revealed, but the manner of 
them: is incomprebenſible by us ; for 
why may not we make uſe of ſuch a 
Word whereby to expreſs things truely 
revealed, but above our Comprehentt- 

on ? 
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on? We are certain the Word Myſtery is 
uſed for things far leſs difficult and ab- 
firuſe ; and why may it not then be fit- 
Ty applied to ſuch matters, which are 
founded on Divine Revelation , but yet 
are too deep for us to go to the bottom 
of them ? Are there not Myſteries in Arts, 
Myſteries in Nature, Myſteries in Provi- 
dence? And what Abſurdity is there to 
call thoſe Myſteries, which in fome Mea- 
ſure are known, but in much greater 
unknown to us? Although theretore in 
the Language of Scripture it be granted, 
that the word Myſtery is moſt frequently 
applied, to things before hidden, But now 
revealed, yet there 1s no Incongruity in 
calling that a Myſtery, which being re- 
vealed, hath yet ſomething in it which 
our underſtandings cannot reach to. But 
it. is meer Cavilling to inſiſt on a Word, 
if the Thing it (elf be granted. The 
Chief thing therefore to be done is, to 
ſhew that God may require from us the 
belief of ſuch things which are incom- 
prehenſjble by us. For, - God may re- 
uire any thing from us, which it is rea« 
onable for us to do; if it be then rea- 
ſonable for us to give Aſſent where the 
manner of what God hath revealed is not 
comprehended, then God may certainly 
require 
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require it. from us. Hath not God re- 
vealed to, us that in fix days he made 
Heaven and Earth and all that is there- 

## 2 But is it not reaſonable for us to 
believe this, . ualeſs we are able to com- 
prehend the manner of God's producti- 

on of things Here we have ſomething 
revealed and that plainly enough, w4z. 

that God created all things, and yet, here 

is a Myſtery remaining as to the manner 

of doing it. Hath not God plainly rex 
vealed that ' there ſhall be a Reſurredtion 

of the dead ? and muſt we think it un- 
reaſonable to' believe it, till we are able 

to comprehend all the changes of the 
Particles of Matter from the Creation to 

the General Reſurreion > But it is faid 

that there is no Contradiftion in this, but 
there is iu the Myſtery of the Trinity and 

' Tncarnation. It is ſtrange Boldneſs in 

ay * ». Men to talk thus of Monſtrous Contradi- 
Wallis bi: (Zzons in things above their Reach. The 
oy Let- Atheiſts may as well ſay, Infinite Power 
'B-+ is a Monſtrous Contradition; and God's 
Immenfity and his other unſearchable Per- 
fetions are Monſtrous Paradoxes and 
Contraditions. Will Men never learn to 
diſtinguiſh between Numbers and the Na- 

rure of Things 2 For three to be one is 4 
Contradiftion in Numbers ; but whether 
(Heng | and 
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an Infinite Nature can communicate it 


ſelf to three different Subpiſtences with- 
out ſuch a Divi/fron as is among, Created 
Beings, muſt not be determin'd by bare 
Numbers, but by the Abſolute Perfedti- 
ons of the Divine Nature ; which muſt 
be owned to be above our Comprehen- 
ſion, 

For let us examine ſome of thoſe Per- 
feftions which are mo!t clearly revealed 
and we ſhall find this true. The Scr#- 
pture plainly reveals, that God is from —_ _ 
everlaſting to everlaſting ; that he was and c. 11.y. 4 
is and is to come ; but ſhall we not believe 
the Truth of this till we are able to fa- 
thom the Abyſs of God's Erernity 2 IT ypc, 
am apt to think (and I have ſome c. cret.p. 
thoughtful Men concurring with me) 5* 
that there is no greater Difficulty in the p:-av. d 
Conception of the 7rinity and Jucarnati- Trinir.l. 3+ 
on, than there is of Eternity, Not, but 77 
that there is great Reaſon to believe it ; 
but from hence it appears that our Rea- 
{on may oblige us to believe ſome things 
which it is not poſſible for us to compre- 
hend. We know that either God muſt 
have been for ever, or it is impoſſible he 
ever ſhould be; for it he ſhould come 
into Being when he was not, he muſt 


have ſome Cauſe of his Being ; and that 
which 
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which was the firſt Cauſe would be God- 
But, if he was for ever he muſt be from 
himſelf ; and what Notion or Concepti- 
on can we have in our Minds concern- 
ing it? And yet, Atheiſtical men can take 
no Advantage from hence ; becauſe their 
own moſt abfurd Hypotheſis hath the 
very ſame Difficulty in ir. For ſome- 
thing muſt have been for ever. And it 
is far more Reaſonable to ſuppoſe it of 
an Infinite and Eternal Mind, which hath 
Wiſdom and Power and Goodneſs to 
give Being to other things, than of dull, 
{tupid and ſenſleſs Marter, which could 
never move it ſelf, nor give Being to a- 
ny thing beſides. Here we have there- 
fore a thing which muſt be owned by 
all ; and yet ſuch a thing which can 
be conceived by none. Which ſhews the 
narrowneſs and ſhortneſs of our Under- 
Nandings, and how unfit they are to be 
the Meaſures of the Poſlibilities of things. 
Vain men would be wiſe ; they would fain 
go to the very bottom of things, when 
alas! they ſcarce underſtand the very 
Surface of them. They will allow no 
Myſteries in Religion ; and yet every 
thing is a Myſtery to them. They cry 
out of Cheats and Impoſtures under the 
Notion of Myſteries ; and yet there is 

. not 


4 


- 
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not a Spire of Graſs but is a Myſtery to 
them ;. they will bear with nothing in Fe- 
ligzon which they cannot cofiprehend , 
and yet there is ſcarce any thing in the 
World which they can comprehend. But 
above other things the Divine Perfefti- 
ons, even thoſe which are moſt Abſo- 
lute and Neceſlary arc above their Reach. 
For let ſuch Mea try their Imaginations 
about God's Eternity, not meerly how 
he ſhould be from himſelt, but how God 
ſhould coexiſt with all the Differences of 
Times, and yet there be no Succeſſion in 
his own Being. I do not fay there 1s 
ſuch Difficulty to conceive a Rock ſtan- 
ding ſtill when the Waves run by it; or 
the Gzomon of a Dial when the Shadow 
paſſes from one Figure to another ; be- 
cauſe theſe are groſs unaCtive things ; 
but the Difficulty is far greater where 
the Being is Perfedt and always Active. 
For, where there is Succeſſion there is a 
paſſing out of not being in ſuch a dura- 
tion into being in it ; which is not con- 
ſiſtent with the Abſolute Perfetion of 
the Divine Nature. And therefore God 
mu!t be all at once whar he is, without 
any Reſpe& to the Difference of Time 
paſt, preſent or to come. From whence 
Eternity was defined by Boethius to Le a 

perfect 
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perfeftt and complete Poſſeſſion all at once 
of everlaſting Life. But how can we 
form any Conception in our Minds of 
that being all at once, which hath ſuch 
different Acts as muſt be meaſur'd by a 
long Succeſſion of Time 2 As, the Crea- 
ting and Diſſolving the Frame of the 
World ; the Promiſing and ſending the 
Meſſias ; the Declaring and Executing a 
general Judgment ; how can theſe things 
be conſiſtent with a Permanent Inſtanr, 
or a Continuance of being without Suc- 
ceſſion ? For, it is impoſſible for us in 
this Caſe, as to God's Eternity, to form 
a clear and diſtin /dea in our Mind, of 
that which both Reaſon and Revelation 
convince us muſt be. The moſt we can 
make of our Conception of it is, that 
God hath neither Beginning of Being, 
nor End of Days; but that he always 
was and always muſt be. And this 1s ra- 
ther a neceſſary Concluſion from Reaſon 
and Scripture, than any diſtin& Notion 
or Conception of Eternity in our Minds. 
From whence it evidently follows, that 
God may reveal ſomething to us, which 


we are bound to believe, and yer after ' 


that Revelation the Manner of it may be 
incomprehenſible by us,and conſequently 
a Myſtery to us, 


Hath 


? 


- 
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Hath not: God Revealed to us in Scr#- 
þture the Spirituality of his own Nature 2 g Joh. 4 
That he @ a Spirit. and therefore will be 2+ 
worſhipped: in Spirit and in Truth ; For, 
that is a true Reafon why Spiritual Wor- 
flip. ſhould be moſt agreeable to him. 
uy if -we: could have aclear, diſtinct 
poſitive Notion in/ our minds of God's 
Spiritual Natorez' we might then pre- 
tend thatehere 1s. nothing myſterious in 
this, ſince ir is revealed. 

1); But let ſuch. men Examin their own 
thoughts about this matter. ; and try, 
whether the utmoſt they can attain to, 
be: not ſomething Negative, viz. becauſe 
(great Abſurdivies would follow if we at- 
tributed any thing Corporeal to God ; 
for, then he muſt be compounded of 
Parts, and ſo he may be diſſolved ; then 
he muſt be confined to a certain place, 
and not every-where preſent ; he can- 
not. have the Power. of Acting and Self- 
COS which a meer Body hath 
not. ' For the. cleareſt Notion we can 
have of Body, is, that it is made up of 
ſome things as parts of it, which may 
be ſeparated from each other ; and is 
confined to a certain place, and hath no 
Power to Move or A from it ſelf. But 


C ſong 
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ſome of theſe men who cry down My- 
fleries and magnifie Reaſon, to ſhew how 
{lender their pretences to Reaſon are, 
have aſſerted a Corporeal God, with Shape 
and Figure. It was indeed, well thought 
of by thoſe who would make a Mar to 
be God, to bring God down as near to 
Man as might be. ' But how to Recon- 


cile the Notion of a'Body with Infinite ;þ. 


Perfections, is a Myſtery to me, and far 
above my Comprehenſion. © But if it 
be no Myſtery to ſuch Men, they muſt 
either deny: God's Infinite PerfeAtions or 
ſhew how a bodily Shape can be capable 
of them. 'But ſome men can confound 
Finite and Infinite, Body and Spirit, God 
and Mar, and yet are for no Myſteries ; 
whereas theſe things are farther from 
our Reach and Comprehenfion, than a- 
ny of thoſe DoArines which they find 
fault with. But to proceed. 

If we believe Prophecy, we mult be- 
lieve God's fore-knowledge of future Events : 
For, how could they be fore-told if he 
did not fore-know them 2 And if he did 
tore-know thoſe which he did fore-tell, .| 
then it was either becauſe thoſe only - 
were revealed to him which is incon- 
ſiſtent with the Divine PerfeCtions ; or 


that 


m— 
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that he doth fore-know all other Events 
andonly thought fitting to Reveal theſe: 


But how can they Solve the Difficulties 
about Diviwe Preſcience 2 1s there no My- 


- Fery in this? Nothing above their Com- 


prehefſion 2 What then made thejr 


= Maſter deny it, as a thing above $«£inPrel. 


is Compretienſion > Becauſe nothing © "+ 


can be fore-known but what hath -a cer- 
tain Cauſe; and- therefore, if .evil Adcti- 
ohs be fore-told, God muſt be the'Cauſe 
of 'theth, arid Men will not be free A- 
-pents in them. And yer it is moſt- cer- 
tain, that the'Sufferings of 'Chriſt by the 
Wickedne(s of: Men, were fore-told. 
What then? Muſt-we make God the Au- 
thor of Sin'* God forbid. Will the 
fighteous Judge of all the Earth; puniſh 
Mankind for his own Acts, which they 
could hot avoid? Then we muſt yield, 
that there is ſomething in the manner of 
the Divine Preſcience, which is above 
bur Comprehenſion. And the moſt 
Searching and Inquiſitive Men have been 
forc'd to yield it at laſt, as to the Con- 
neftion between the Certainty of Pre» 
ſcience and the Liberty of human Acti- 
ons. Is it not then much better to fit 
gown quietly at'firſt, Adoring- the Infi- 

Cz niteneſs 
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niteneſs of God's incomprehenſible Per- 
fe&tions, . than after all- the huflings and 
Cajctan in diſputings of .Men to ſay, Iv, Iguorantit 


j. © 33. 
art. 4. 


ſold quietem invenio, as the great School- 
man did:;2 Surely then, here is ſome- 
thing plainly, revealed, and yet the man- 
ner of it is.{till a My/fery.to us. 

I ſhall. not-now inſiſt} on' any more of 
the particular Attribuzes-. of God , but 
only in general I defire to know, whe- 
ther they helieve them toi be finite or iu 
finite-a If to be: finite, then, they. myſt 
have certain; bounds: and limits whi 
they cangot,exceed ;, and that muſk;;ex 
ther be: from, the Imperſetion of Ny- 
ture, 'or from a Superiour Cauſe, both 
which are repugnant to the. very Being 
of God. If they believe them to be-in- 
finite, how can they comprehend them 
We are ſtrangely puzzled: in plain, ordi- 
nary, finitethings ; but -it is madneſs 29 
pretend to comprehend what is infinite; 
and yet-if the PerfeQions ,of God. be 
not Jufinite they cannqt, belong. to 
Him. +1 
[ ſhall only add, in Conſequence to 
this Afertion, 7hat if nothing is to be bes 
lieved, but what may be comprehended, 
the very. Being of God muſt be rejected 
t@0. 
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too, And therefore I deſire all fuch who 
talk ſo warmly againſt any Myſteries in 
Religion to confider whoſe Work it is 
they are doing ; even theirs who under 
this: pretence- go about to overthrow all 
Religion. * For, ſay they, Religion is 
*a Myſtery in itsown Nature ; not this 
or that , or the other Religion ; but 
: *chey are all alike, all is Myſtery ; 
* and that is but another Name for 
* Fraud and Impoſture. What were the 
* Heathen Myſteries but tricks of Prie/t- 
* Craft ; and ſuch are maintained and 
* kept up in all kinds of Religion. If 
© therefore theſe men, who talk againſt 
* Myſteries underſtand themſelves, they 
< muſt in purſuance of 'their Principles 
© reject one God, as well as three Perſons ; 
© For, as long as they believe an Infi- 
© nite and Incomprehenſible Being, it is 
* Nonſenſe to reje& any other Doctrine, 
* which relates to an finite Being, be- 
* cauſe it is Incomprehen/ible. 

But yet theſe very Men, who ſeem 
to purſue the Conſequence of this Prin- 


'$_ ciple to the utmoſt, muſt aſſert ſome- 


\thing more incomprehenſible than the 
Being of God. For, I appeal toany man 
of common Underſtanding, whether it 

C3 be 
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be not more agreeable: toReaſon to ſup- 
poſe Works of Skill, Beauty and Order 
to be the Effes of a Wiſe and Intelli- 
gent Being, than of Blind Chance and 
Unaccountable Neceſlity ; whether. :it 
be not.more agreeable-'to the Senſe of 
Maakind: to ſuppoſe an Infinite and E- 
ternal Mind endued with all poſſible 


PerfeQtions to be the Maker of this vi- - 


ſible World ; than, that it ſhould ſtart 
out from it ſelf, without. Contrivance, 
without Order , without Cauſe 2 'Cer- 
tainly ſuch men have no Reaſon to find 
fault with the My/teries of Religion be- 
cauſe they are incomprehenſible,ſince there 
is nothing ſo Abſurd and Incomprehen- 
ſible, as'their darling Zypothefes ; And, 
there is:nothing which can make it pre- 
vail, but to ſuppoſe Mankind to be as 
Dull and Inſenſible as the firſt Chaos.” * 


Thus I have ſhewn that it is not un- 
reaſonable for God to require from us 
the Belief of ſomething which we can- 
not comprehend. 


(2.) I now come to confider, whe- * 


ther thoſe who are ſo afraid of incom- 
prebenfible Myſteries in our Faith, have 
| made 


(} 
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made it ſo much more eafie in the Way 
they have taken. And notwithſtand- 
ing all the Heftoring talk againſt 2y- 
feeries and things incomprehenſible, in 
Religion, I find more inſuperable Diffi- 
culties in point of Reaſon in their Way 
than in ours. .! As for inſtance, 


(1.) It is a more Reaſonable thing 
to ſuppoſe ſomething Myſterious in the 
Eternal Son of God's being with the Fa- 
ther before the World was made by him ; 
(as S. Fohn expreſſes it in the beginning 
of his Goſpel) than in ſuppoſing thar 
although John the Baptiſt were born ſix 
Months before Jeſus Chriſt ; that yet 


Chriſt was in Dignity before him. 


Whar a wonderful Myſtery is this? Can 
Men have the Face to cry down Myſte- 
ries in deep Speculations, and matters 
of a high and abſtruſe Nature, when they 
make ſuch Myſteries of plain and eafie 
things? And ſuppoſe the Ewvangeli/t in 
profound Language and lofty Exprefſli- 
ons to prove a thing, which was never 
diſputed, viz. although Chri/t Jeſus were 


. born ſix Months after John, yet he was 


ia Dignity before him 2 Yet this was 
a Myſtery, which, as I remember, Fau- 
C 4 ſtus 
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fetus Socinus glories in that his Uncle Lz- 
lius obtained by Revelation. | 
(2.) It is a more Reaſonable thing to 
ſuppoſe that a Divine Perſon ſhould af- 
ſume human Nature, and fo - the Word 
to be made Fleſh ; than to ſay, that an 
Attribute of God, his Wiſdom or Power 
is made Fleſh, which is a Myſtery be- 
yond all Comprehenſion ; There may 
be ſome Difficulties in our Conception 
of the other, but this is athing beyond 
a!l Conception or Imagination ; For an 
Accident to be made a Subſtance is as ab- 
ſurd, as to imagin it to ſub{# without 
one. 
(3.) It is more Reaſonable to ſuppoſe 
that the Son of God ſhould come down 
from Feaven and take our Nature upon 
him, than that a man ſhould be rapt up 
into Heaven, that it might be ſaid that 
he came down from thence. For in the 
former Suppoſition we have many 0- 
ther places of Scripture to ſupport it, 
which ſpeak of his being with God, and 
havirg Glory with him before the World 
was ; Whereas there is nothing for the 
other, but only that it is neceſſary to - 
make ſome tolerable Senſe of thoſe 


words, 
(4 y It 
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(4.) Tt is more Reaſonable” to believe 
that God ſhould become Man. by taking 
our Nature upon him, than that Mas 
ſhould become God. For in the former, 
there is nothing but the Difficulty of 
conceiving the Manner of the Union, 
which we all grant to be fo between 
Soul-and Body ; but in the other there 
is a Repugnancy in the very Conception 


| of aCreated God, of an Eternal Sou of 


Adam , of Omnipotent Infirmity, of an 
Tufinite finite Being. In the former Caſe, 
an finite is united to a Finite ; but in 
the other a Finite becomes Infinite. 

(5.) It is more Reaſonable to believe 
that Chriſt Jeſus ſhould ſuffer as he did 
for our ſakes than for his own. We are 
all agreed that the Sufferiugs of Chriſt 
were far beyond any thing he deſerved 
at God's hands ; but what Account then 
is to be given of them? We fay that 
he made himſelf a voluntary Sacrifice 
for Expiation of the Sins of Mankind ; 
and fo there was a great and noble End 
deſigned, and no Injury done to a wil- 
ling Mind ; and the Scriptere as plainly 


+ expreſſes this, as it can do in Words. 


But others deny this, and make him to 
ſuffer as one wholly Innocent; for what 
Caule ? 


J1 
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Cauſe ? To make the moſt Innocent Per- 
ſons -as apprehenſive of Suffering as the 
moſt Guilty ; and the moſt righteous 
God to put no difference between them, 
with Reſpe& to Suffering, 

(6.) It is moreReaſonable to ſuppoſe 
ſuch a Condeſcenſion in the Son of God 
to take upon him the. Form of a Ser- 
vant for our Advantage ; than that a 
meer Man ſhould be Exalted to the Z76- 
nour and Worſhip which belongs only to 
God, For, on the one ſide, there is no- 
thing but what is agreeable to the Di- 
vine Nature, viz. [finite Love and Con- 
deſcenfion and Pity to Mankind ; on the 
other, there is the greateſt Deſign of 
Self-Exaltation that ever was in Hu- 
man Nature, viz.' for a meer Man to 
have the moſt Eſſentzal Attributes and 
Tncommunicable Honour which belongs to 
God. And whether of theſe two is 
more agreeable to the Spirit and De- 
ſign of the New Teſtament , let any 
man of underſtanding judge. For as it 
is evident, that the great Intention of 
it is to-magnifie the wonderful Love of 


God in the ſending of his Son ; fo it is - 


as plain that one great End of the Chri- 


ſtian Doctrine was to take Mankind off 
from 
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from giving Divine Worſhip to Crea- 
tures; and can we then ſuppoſe that at 
the ſame time'it ſhould ſet up the Worſhip 
of ”a meer Man with all the Fonour and 
Adoration which belongs to God > This 
is to me an incomprehenſible Myſtery in- 
deed, and far beyond all. that is implied 
in the Myſteries of the Trinity and Incar- 
mation. For it Subverts the very Foun- 
dation of the Deſign of Chriſtianity as to 
the Reforming 7dolatry then in being ; it 


lays theFoundation for introducing it into 


the World again; for ſince the Diſtance 
between God and his Creatures is taken 
away, in the matter of Worſhip, there 
is nothing left but the Declaration of 
his Will ; which doth not exclude more 
Mediators of Interceſſion but upon this 
Ground, that the Mediation of Redem- 
ption is the Foundation of that of Interceſ- 
fion. And it is far more eaſe for us to 
ſuppoſe there _ be ſome things too 
hard for us to underſtand in the Myſte- 
ry of our Redemption, by Jeſus Chriſt, 
than that at the ſame it ſhould be both 
a Duty and a Sin to Worſhip any but 


+ the zrue God with proper Divine Wor- 


ſhip. For if it be Idolatry to give it to 
a Creature, then it is a great Sin ; for 
lo 
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fo the Scripture ſtill accounts it ;- but 
if we are bound to give. it to Chriſt 
who is but a Creature, then that which 
in it ſelf is a Sin, is now-become a Ne- 
ceſfary Duty ; which overthrows the 
Natural Differences 'of Good and Evil, 
and makes /delatry to be a meer Arbi- 
trary thing. And I take it for granted, 
that in Matters of Religion, Moral Dif 
ficulties are more to be regarded than 
Intelleftual ; becauſe Religion was far 
"more deſigned for a Rule of our Acti- 
ons, than for the Satisfation of our 
Curioſity. - And upon due-Examination 
we ſhall find that there is no ſuch fright- 
ful Appearances of Difficulties in the 
Myſtery of the Incarnation, as there is in 
giving Divine Worſhip to a Creature. 


And it ought to be- obſerved, that 
thoſe very Places which are ſuppoſed 
to exclude Chriſt from being the zrue 
God ; muſt, if they have any force, ex- 
clude him from Divine Worſhip. For 
they are ſpoken of God, as the Ohjed 
of our Worſhip; but if he be not exclu- 
ded from Divine Worſhip, then neither is 
he from being the true God ; which they 
grant he is by Office, but not by Nature. 
But 


s N 


- 
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But a God by Office whois not ſo by 
Nature is & new and in chenfible 
Mykery. |A Myhery biddew from Ages 
and Generations as to the Chuxchref God; 
but; not made: known by the Goſpel. of bis 
ky f ” 


OR, s» bo-ab 3s a4 fe 7 

Heathen Prigfls had; who hath Gotds many 

= ani ac | /ile faith, £.e, 1 Cor. 8.5. 
many &y Office akhough bat one by Na-- 

tyre, \ But if the, Cluiltian Religion had , "|; 
owned one God by Natare and only ene by --;1 .. 

Qfice, the Heathens: had beem-to blame q 
chiefly. in the. Number of their Gods: by 

h Office, and; not in. the divine ' Worſhip 


which they. gave to-them. But S. Paw 
blames the-Neathens for: doing. Sexvice to Gal. 4 8. 
them which ty, Nature are no'Gods;; not 
for doing it- without Divine Authority, 
nos. for miſtaking: the Perſon - who: was 
God, by: Office, but in giving:Divine 
Worſhip to them who by Nature were no 
Gods ; which he would never have ſaid, 
if by the Chriſtian Dorine, Divine 
Worſhip-were to be given to one who was 
not God by Nature. 

Bur, theſe: are indeed incomprehen/ ble 
Myſteries how a Man by Nature can be 
a God: really and truely by Office. how 

the 
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the. Incommunicable. Perfe&tions of the 
Divine Nature can be communicated: to 
a Creature ;- how God ſhould give 'his 
Glory \td\another, and by-his own Com- 
mand\require that ts be given to a Crea- 
ture, which himſelf had abſolutely for- 
-biddery tobe .given 'to'any- beſides him- 
ſelfs :\ſt\is ſaid by a famous Jeſuit ( I will 
- -” not ſaychow agreeably: to their own Dov »F* 
Smiglec. de -(trines and 'Prattices about Divine 'Wor- 
Divi. ſhip) that the Command of God cannot make 
Verb. In- R X - 
carn. Nat. him worthy of DivineWorſhip, who without 
P45 ſuch'd Command # not worthy of it. " And 
it is very abſurd to ſay; "that he that is tow- 
worthy of it without 4\Command, can be 
come worthy by it ; for it makes God to 
commant Divine Honour to-be given to one | 
who cannot deſerve it. | (For no tiieet 
35-43% Man can deſerve tobe made God.) But 
p.42. #t is more agreeable to the Divine Natuf+ 
and Will not to give his Honour to a Crea- 
FUre. 
(3.) But after all the InveRives © 
theſe Enemies to Myſteries, we do'not 
make that which we ſay is [ncomprehen- 
fible to be a Neceſſary Article of Faith as __. 
it is Zrcompreheufible; but we do aſſert - 
that what is Iucomprehenfible as to the 
Manner, may be a Neceſſary Article I» 
ar 
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far'as it is plainly Revealed; As in. the 
Inſtances I have 'already mentioned of 
the Creation and Reſurrettion of the Dead ; 
would they in-:earneſt have Men turn 
Infidels as to theſe things: till they are 
able to comprehend all the difficulties 
which relate to them? If not, why. ſhould 
this ſuggeſtion. be xallow'd as to the My- 
fteries which relate to our Redemption by 
Jeſus Chriſt 2 Tf it be ſaid, the Caſe i not 
alike for thoſe are clearly ' Revealed and 
theſe are not ; this. brings it to thetrue and 
proper Iſſue of this matter, and if we do 
not prove a clear” Revelation, 'we do not 
aſſert their being Neceſſary Articles of 
Faith ; but my preſent bufinefs'was only 
to take off. this ObjeQion, That the My- 
fteries were Incomprehenſible and there» 
fore not to be received by'us. 


II, And foI come to the ſecond Way, 
by which we are to Examin the ſeveral 
Senſes of Chriſt Feſus coming to' ſave Sin- 
uers: Which of them tends more to the 
Benefit and Advantage of Mankind ; or 
which is more worthy of all Acceptati- 


And that will appear by conſidering 
theſe chings ; 
(1.) Which 
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6: Which tends miſt 1o the 
ing our: Hope of —— 
y Tous *Chrefb. ': ; 91. [1 Ky 2 
| } TO F 
I dats the rife iv a. gr 
Eſteem nod: Love of Chtift;'; We are: 
$ain that'the Jnfimte Love and) _ 
ſcenſfion-of Chrif JeJus. itt undertakiog 
#tucha Work as the ſaving.ef Sinvers makes 
it moſt-worthy of all Acceptation.. Sortve 
Men may. pleaſe themſelves: in. thinking 
that by: taking away all Myſteries they 
have made their Fazth 'more eaſe, - but 
I am certain they have extremely let- 
ſen'd the- Argument for our Love, viz. 
the Apprehenſions of the wonderfull 
Love and Condeſcenſton. of Chriſt in 
coming.into the World: ts fave Sinners. 
- And yet this is the great Argument of 
the New Teſtament to perſwade Man- +__ 
kind to the Love of God and of his Son : - 
Jeh. 3.16 God ſo loved the World that he gave his 
only begotten Son, &c. This is indeed a 
mighty 


WS! 
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mighty Argument of Love, if by zhe 


” only begotten Son be meant; the Eternal 


'F Son of God, who came down from Heaven, v. 13. 


as S. John ſpeaks juſt before ; bur if no 
. more be meant but only that God made 
' a meer Man to be his Son, and after he 
{ had preached a while here on Earth and 
# was ill uſed and crucified by his own 
= People, he Exalted him to be God and 
*K gave him Divine Attributes and Honours; 
'2F-- this were an Argument of great Love to 
E- the Perſon of Chriſt, but not to the reſt 
4. of Mankind. But God's Love in Scripture 

15 magnified with Reſpect to the World in 


the ſending of his Son. In this was mani- 1Joh 4.9. 
feſted, faith the Apoſtle, the Lowe of God 
towards us, becauſe that God ſent his only 
begotten Son into the World that we ſhould 

live through him. Herein is love, not v.10. 
that we loved God, but that he loved us, and 

ſent his Son to be a Propitiation for our 
Sins. The great Love we till ſee is 70- 
wards us, i. e. towards Mankind, but ac- 
cording to the other Senſe it muſt have 
been. Herein was the Love of God mani- 


_- feſted to his Son, that for his Sufferings 
+ he exalted him above all Creatures. He 


that ſpared not his own Son, ſaith S. Paul, Rom$.32- 
but deliver d him up for us all. If he 


| were the Eternal Son of God who came to 


D {uffer 
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ſufler for us, there is a mighty force and 
Emphafis in this Expreſſion, and very apt 
to raiſe our Admiration and our Love ; 
But what not ſparing his own Son is there, 
if nothing were meant but that he de- 
ſigned by Suffterings to Exalt him » For 
not Sparing bim (ſuppoles an Antecedenrt 
Relation of the higheſt Kindneſs, but the 
other is only deſigning extraordinary 
Kindneſs for the ſake of his Sufferings. 
Therefore, the Argument for the Love 
of God is taken from what his Sox was, 
when he deliver'd him up for us all ; he 
was his own Son ; not by Adoption as v- 
thers are; S. Jobacalls him, his only be- 
Zotten Son ; and God himſelf, his beloved 
Son in the Voice from Heaven ; and this 
before his Sufterings, immediately after 
his Baptiſm, when as yet, there was no- 
thing extraordinary done by him, as to 
the great Deſign of his coming. Which 
ſhews, that there was an Antecedent Re- 
jation between him and the Father; and 
that therein the Love of God and of Chriſt 
was manifeſted, that being the only begot- 
ten Son of the Father, he ould take our 


Nature upon him and for our ſakes doand . 


ſuffer what he did. This is -indeed an 
Argument great enough to raiſe our 
Admiration, to excite our Devotion, to 

in- 
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inflame our Aﬀections ; but how flat and 
low doth it appear, when it comes to no 
more than this, that there was a Mar, 
whom, after his Sufferings, God raiſed 
from the dead and made him a Ged by 
Ofice? Doth this carry any ſuch Argu- 
ment in it for our Eſteem and Love and 
Devotion to him as the other doth upon 
the moſt ſerious Conſideration of it? 
((2.) Which tends moſt to beget in 
us a greater /Zatred of Sin. For that is 
ſo contrary to the Way of our Salvation 
by Feſus Chriſt, that what tends moſt to 
our Hatred of it, muſt conduce moſt 
to our Happineſs, and therefore be moſt 
worthy of all Acceptation. It is agreed on 
all hands, that Chriſ# did ſuffer very. 
much both in his Mind and in his Body, 
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In his Mind, when it is faid, that he was Joh:r 3 21. 
troubled in Spirit ; that be began to be ſor- Matt. 26. 


rowfull and very heavy ; and ſoon ater, 
My Soul is exceeding ſorrowfull, even un- 


37, 38. 


to death. $S_ Luke faith, that he was in Mark 14. 


au Agony; wherein he not only. prayed 33, 34: 


more earneſtly, but his ſweat was as it 
were great Drops of Blood falling to the 


"Ground, What made this Amazement, 


and dreadfull Agony in the mind of the 
moſt innocent Perſon ia the World 2 
Was it meerly the Fear of the Pains of 

D 2 Death 


$22.44 
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Death which he was to undergo? Thar 
is impoſſible, conſidering the Aſſurance 
which h- had of fo glorious a Reward fo 
foon following after ; when ſo many 
Martyrs endured ſuch exquiſite Torments 
for his ſake without any ſuch Diſturbance 
or Conſternation. But the Apoſlles give 
us another Account of it. S. Peter faith, 
he was zo bear our Sins in his own bo- 
dy on the tree; that Chriſt ſuffered for 
Sins, the juſt for the unjuſt. S. Paul, that 
God made him to be Sin for us who knew 
no Sin, that we might be made the righte- 
ouſneſs of God in him. Hereby we un- 
derſtand how ſo innocent a Perſon came 
to ſuffer ; he tood in our Stead ; he was 
made Sin for us ; and therefore was to be 
treated as a Sinner ; and to ſuffer that on 
our Account, which he could not de- 
ſerve on his own. If he ſufferd on his 
own Account, this were the way to fill 
our Minds with perplexity concerning 
the Juſtice of Providence with Reſpe& 
to his dealings with the moſt innocent 
and holy Perſons in this World ; If he 
ſuffer d on our Account, then we have < 
the Benefit of his Sufferings, and therein * 

we fee how diſplealing to God fin is, 
when even his-own Son ſuffer'd ſo much 


by taking the guilt of our Sins upon them, 
| And 
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And what can tend more to the beget- 
ting in us a due hatred of fin, than to 
conſider, what Chriſt himſelf ſuffer d on 
the Account of it > What can make us 
have more dreadful thoughts of it, than 
that the great and mercitul God, when 
he deſigned to Save ſinners, yet would 
have his own Son to become a Propi- 
tiation for the Sins of Mankind 2 And 
unleſs we allow this, we muſt put force 
upon the plaineſt Expreſſions of Scri- 
' pture; and make Chriſt to ſuffer meer- 
ly to ſhew God's Power over a moſt 
innocent Perſon, and his Will and Plea- 
ſure to inflict the moſt ſevere Puniſh- 
ment without any Reſpet to Guilt. 
And ſurely ſuch a Notion of God, can- 
not be worthy of all Acceptation. 

(3.) Which tends moſt to ſtrengthen 
our Hope of Salvation by Chriſt Jeſus. 
If we believe rhat he ſuffer'd for our 
Sins , then we have great Reaſon to 
hope for the Forgiveneſs of them ; al- 


though they have been many and great, 


if we ſincerely Repent ; becauſe the 
moſt prevailing Argument for Deſpair 
will be removed ; which is taken from 
_—_ of God, and his declared Ha- 
tred of Sin and Diſpleaſure againſt Sin- 
ners, If God be ſo much in carneſt dif- 

pleaſed 
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pleaſed with the Sins of Mankind, and 
his Juſtice be concerned in the Punith- 
ment of Sinners, how can they ever 
hope to eſcape, unleſs there be a way 
for his Diſpleaſure to be removed, and 
his Juſtice to be ſatisfied ? And this the 
Scripture tells us is done by Chrz/t, who 


- died that he might be a Sacrifice of 4- 
. tonement to Reconcile us toGod by hisDeath ; 


as S. Paul expreſly affirms, And by this 
means , we may have ſtrong Conſola- 
tion from the Hopes of Forgivenels of 
our Sins. - Whereas, if this be taken a- 
way, either Men muſt believe that God 
was not in carneſt diſpleaſed with 
the Sins of Mankind ; which muſt ex- 
ceeding]y leſſen our Eſteem of- the Z/o- 
lineſs and Juſtice of God ; or if he were 
ſo diſpleaſed, that he laid aſide this Dil- 
pleaſure, without any Atonement or Sa- 
crifice of Expiation, And lo, as many 
as look on God's F cet and Holineſs 
as neceſſary and eſſential Attributes of 
God, will be in danger of ſinking into 
the Depths of Deſpair, as often as they 
Reflect ſeriouſly, on the Guilt of their 
Sins. But on the other ſide, if we be- 
lieve that while we were Enemies, we 
were reconciled ta God by the death of 
his Son ; then we. may. have Feace _y 
I | Go 
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God through our Lord Jeſus Chriſt ; and 
have Reaſon to believe that there will be 
noCondemnation to them that are in Chriſt 
Teſus by a lively Faith and ſincere Re- 
pentance ; then they may with Comfort 
look up to God as a Reconciled Father, 
through Jeſus Chriſt our Mediator ; then 
they may with inward SatisfaRtion look 
beyond the Grave, and ſtedfaſtly hope 
for that Salvation which Chriſt pur- 
chaſed on Farth and will at laſt beſtow 
on all ſuch as Love and Obey him. 
To which God of his Infinite Mercy 
bring us all through Jeſus Chriſt. For, 
This is a faithful Saying and worthy of all 
Acceptation, that he came into the World 
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Books publiſhed by the Right Reverend Father in God 
Edw. L. Biſhop of Worceſter, and ſold by H. Mort- 
lock at the Phoenix in St, Paul's Church-Yard. 


A Rational account of the Grounds of the Proreſtanc 
Religion ; being a Vindication of the Lord Arch- 
biſhop of Canterbury's Relation of a Conference, &c. 
from the pretended Anſwer of 7. G. 2d, Edit. @/. 
Origines Britannice, or the Antiquities of the Brisifb 
Churches, with a Preface concerning ſome prerended 
Antiquiries relating to Britain, in Vindication of the 
Biſhop of St. Aſaph. Filio. | 
Irenicum, A Weapon-Salve for the Churches Wounds. 
Quart. 
Qrigines 
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Origines Sacre,Or a Rational Account of the Grounds 
of Chriſtian Faith, as tothe Truth and Divine Authori- 
ty of the Script. and the matters therein contained. 40. 

A Diſcourte concerning the Idolatry praftiſed in the 
Church of Reme, and the hazard of Salvation in the 
Communion of it. Oavo. 

An Anſwer to ſeveral late Treatiſes occaſioned by a 
Book entituled, A Diſcourſe concerning the Idolatry 
praftiſed in the Church of Rome, and the hazard of 
Salvation in the Communion of it ; Part I. O#avo. 

A Second Diſcourſe in Vindication of the Proteſtant 

- Grounds of Faith, againſt the pretenceof Infallibility in 
the Roman Church, in Anſwer to the Guide in Contro- 
verſie, by R. H. Proteſtancy without Principles, and 
Reaſon, and Religion ; or the certain Rule of Faith, 
by E.IW. with a particular enquiry into the Miracles of 
the Roman Church. O#ave. 

An Anſwer to Mr. Creſh's Epiſtle apologetical to a 
Perſon of Honour, touching his Vindication of Dr.$cil- 
ling fleet. Oftavo. 

A Defence of the Diſcourſe concerning the Idolatr 
practiſed in the Church of Rome, in anſwer to a Boo 
entitaled Catholicksno Idolaters: O#avo. 

SeveraÞConferences between a Romiſh Prieſt, a Fana- 

« tick Chaplain, and a Divine of the Church of England ; 
being a Fl Anſwer tothe late Dialogues of T. G. OFav. 

A Diſcourſe concerning Bonds of Reſignation of Be- 
nefices in Point of Law and Conſcience; in O#2vs. 

A Diſcourſe concerning the Illegality of the Eccle- 
fiaſtical Commiſſion, in Anſwer to the Vindication and 

" Defence of it: wherein the true notion of the Legal Su- 

premacy is cleared ; and an Account 1s given of the Na- 
rure, Original and Miſchief of the Diſpenſing Power. 

' The Council of Trent Examin'd and Diſprov'd by Ca- 
tholick Tradition, in the main Points in Controverſie 
between Us and the Church of Rome ; with a particu- 
lar Account of the Times and Occaſions of Introdu- 

cg 
he Uhreaſonableneſs of Separation, or an Impartial 
account of the Hiſtory, Nature and Pleas of the preſent 

Separation from the Communion of the Ch. of Engl. 470, 

e Grand Queſtion concerning the Biſhops Right to 
vote in Parliament in Caſes Capital ftated and argued, 
from the Parliament-Rolls and the Hiſtory of former 
times ; with an Enquiry into their Pecrage, and the 

Three Eſtates in Parliament. OFave. . , 
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